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Letters have been received from Mr. Maurice Mo- 
riarty, Montreal; Mr. F. B. Thomas, P. M. New 
Haven; Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Templeton, Mass. 





‘¢ Whoever shall scandalize one of these little ones 
that believe in me; it were better for him that a mill- 
stone were hanged about his neck, and he were cast 
into the sea.” Mark 9, 41. 





In our last Number we informed our readers that 
a new school-book had, within a few months past, 
been introduced into the Protestant Sabbath schools 
of this city, entitled: “ The Reformation—a true | 
tale of the sixteenth century.” 
the same time, our surprise that a religious body of 





We expressed, at) 


men, or individuals who wished to be so considered | 
by the public, such as the Massachusetts Sabbath | 
School Society, should have sanctioned, in the face of 
an enlightened community at this day, a book so 
manifestly irreligious, so incorrect in its statements, 
so devoid of historic truth in all its parts, and so 
basely calumnious ; and that they should have au- 


thorized it to be read on the Sabbath day, too, by the 
innocent children frequenting their schools!! But 
what will not blind sectarian bigotry do in its zeal to 
uphold itself? 


desire to foment prejudice against Catholics ? 


And to what will it not stoop in its | 


We shall not take up the time of our readers by 
pointing out all the blunders into which the compiler | 
of this revised and approved Sunday school book has 
fallen. 
up meny pages; nor shall we notice the particular 
calttmnies with which it abounds against our church 


The simple enumeration of these would take 


—these have been a thousand times elsewhere ex- 
posed and refuted ; we shall for the present advert | 
only to a few of what the author of this production | 
is pleased to term historical facts. Among the most | 
prominent of these, to our very great astonishment, | 


we find that Martin Luther was a man——who will not | 


of the virtues which, in the opinion of his panegyrist, 
must have laid the foundation of his EMINENT SANC- 
TITY and DISTINGUISHED PIETY, and afterwards shall | 
adduce the proof on which we rely for the truth of | 
every one of ourassertions. The testimony is indis- 
putable, and will not be contradicted. 

The first in the list of virtues for which Martin | 
Luther was distinguished in his day, and which emi- 
nently qualified him for a reformer was the divine 


virtue of Perjury, 

The 2d Seduction and incest, 
3d Incontinence, 
4th Apostacy, 
5th Heresy, 
6th Blasphemy, 
7th Drunkenness, 
8th Indecent Ribaldry, 
9th Sedition, | 
10th Rebellion, 
11th Corrupting the Word of God, 
12th Adding to the Word of God, 
13th Taking from the Word of God, 
14th Shocking Impiety, 
15th Sanctioning Bigamy, 
16th Cursing, and profane swearing, 
17th Hypocrisy and dissimulation, 
Isth Countenancing Adultery, 
19th Intimacy with the Devil, 
20th Lying, Detracting, &c. &c. Ke. Ke. 


Such were the virtues, as we learn from history, 
which distinguished Martin Luther, the chief of the 
reformers—nor were these all, nor the half of all: 
as many more might be produced from the records 
of his day, if they were thought necessary. We shall, 
however, stop here, deeming the above abundantly 
sufficient to warrant the author of the Sunpay scnoon 
Book, to which he has given the title of “ The Re- 


formation: a true tale of the sixteenth century,” and 


his revisers and supporters, the publishing Commit- 
tee of the Massachusetts Sabbath school society, in 
their opinion of the EMINENT SANCTITY and DISTIN- 
GUISHED PIETY Of the great Apostle of the Reforma- 
tion. 

Now for the proof of all we have asserted ; and, 
in giving this, we shall defy contradiction in any one 
point. To be given in our next. 

[From the Truth Teller.] 
TO DR. BROWNLEE. 


PASTOR OF THE MIDDLE puTCH CHURCH.—[No. 2.] 





stare on reading it ? a man remarkable for the sanc- | 
tity of his life!!! Gracious God! If this be so, 

what definition shall we hereafter give to crime? If 
he be a saint, who is a devil? If he be a saint, what 

a model is here held out to the rising generation for 

imitation! Martin Luther remarkable for his sanc- 

tity! But no, we do not quote the book correctly. 

The words set down by the author of this history, 

are not, remarkable, but, ‘‘ eminent for his sanctity— 

of distinguished piety,” &c. What will the good 

people of Bosten say to this? What will they who 

have read the true history of this man, and of his 

shameful extravagances, think of an author, or of 
a revising committee, who could approve and ca- 
nonize such an unprincipled lawless wretch as 

Martin Luther is known to have been by all who 

have ever read history—is even acknowledged to have 

been by his own people, aye, by his own brother re- 

formers and cotemporaries ; and of whose atrocious 

conduct they were, one and all, perfectly ashamed 

even in their day ? 

But, that we may assert nothing of this reformer, 
who is declared in this Sunday school book to be 
eminent for his sanctity, and distinguished for his piety, 
which cannot be fully substantiated, we shall first 
present the good people of Boston with a correct list 


Rev. Sir.—We are pleased with your candor and 
‘humility’ in eefusing the intimacy of resemblance to 
him of the lion-heart ; and, since you decline the 
‘honors of chivalry,’ we shall substitute our humble 
‘| aid to advance you to.the enviable distinction of a 
| rational logician and sound theologian. 

To keep the primary question in view—to fix the 

| attention of our readers—to prevent deflection of 
| vision, or, adopting your own felicitous term—squint- 
|ing—to remove the haze caused by evasion, subter- 
fuge and trick, it is judicious to mark the extent of 

progress already made in the controversial strife. If 

| the advances be slight, let not the fault be attributed 
\|to us. Had our requests been honestly met, had no 
| evasion been practised, our adversary, ere now, would 
have had some stabborn arguments to evolve. At the 
very onset, Rey. Sir, you were asked for yeur rule 
|| of faith, that a land mark might be fixed to guide us 
in the discussion. You gave it, but in place of re- 
stricting yourself to its proof, a thousand topics ir- 
relevant to the subject in question, were dragged into 
view, with about the same gentleness as a butcher 
enacting his profession in the slaughter house. But 
what was the nature of the topics, which roused the 
* speaking of the spirit’ to expressions—we must say 
—of course, uncouth, crude and vulgar declamations? 
They were of that kind which minister aliment to the 
bigoted prepossessions and dearly fostered prejudi- 
ces of the ignorant among the Calvinistic community. 
This, surely, is not the mode common sense, com- 
mon honesty, and common candor would suggest, or 
the procedure they would adopt. You must have 











| rational method adopted ? 


| challenged us. 


| menclature pass us by like the idle wind. 





strangely calculated on your artifices of deception, 


‘and formed an insulting estimate of our capability of 


vigilance. You are now asked, and asked that your 
‘answer may be noted, what logical relationship had 
the endless topics introduced into your letter, with 
the then state of the discussion. If there be merit in 


| intrepid folly and contempt of all logical rule, you 


have faithfully earned reward. You have finely il- 
lustrated your own words—I do not mean to be stopt 
at the very threshold of the discussion, by any invi- 
tation to settle the rule of faith and the judge of con- 
‘troversy.’ You gave your rule of faith—you did not 
prove it. You did not prove the divine origin of the 
book from which you take it. You did not prove the 
canonicity of the writings forming this book, or whe- 


'\ ther this book contains the entire word of God.— 


These were the first steps in the logical order of dis- 
cussion. Every topic introduced not directly bear- 
ing on these steps of argument, was a departure from 
the proper subject. Why, then, was not this just and 
You had no admission 
from us—no concession. You shall have none. You 
The challenge was unhesitatingly 


accepted. We meet you as logical and theological 
disputants. ‘The resources of your vituperative no- 


Our pur- 
pose is fixed. A topic of discussion foreign to the 
subject will not be admitted to serious scrutiny, until 
the preceding matter has been decided. You must 
not expect illogical privileges. Proof and argument. 
This, and only this, will be respected. 

Will you insinuate ignorance of this form of pro- 
cedure? It is the very order the matter of our con- 
troversy assumes. But, ignorance cannot be pre- 
tended. You and our readers are referred to our 
last communication. Were not the proper heads of 
discussion there adequately and expressly designated? 
They are again repeated. Mark the words. ‘'That 
you and our readers may know what we require, our 
demand is this: Tell us how you know the Bible to 
be the word of God ? How do you know which books 
were written by divine inspiration? Does the Bible 

} contain the whole word of God, or does it not ?— 
Could the import of our words be mistaken? We 
refer to your last letter for your form of proceeding 
—and, sainted name of Paul, how utterly reckless of 
the ‘form of sound words’—shade of Aristotle, how 
studiously preserved from the merest elements of 
sound argument—‘ barren as the soil from Dan to 
Beersheba !’ How unworthy of a watchman on the 
ramparts of the Middle Dutch Church ! 

To the defects of your letter, Rev. Sir, it is painful 
to allude ; and, any thing but satisfaction is caused, 
when you are assured it brings back to the intellect 

from which it has sprung but dishonor. A motley 
blending of illogical inference, ludicrous falsehood, 
harsh phrase, and insulting invective, to greet it in 
the language of literary compliment would be mock- 
ery, to approach it in serious thought would be farce. 
Its positive features, what are they? A fearless dis- 
regard of the question at issue, and the same intrepid 
hostility to truth as in your harangues at the Protest- 
ant Association! Its negative features? A wantof 
that sobriety of temper which indicates respect toa 
sacred cause, and the absence of that measured de- 
corum which confers dignity on the disputant 1— 
There is the strut of the bully, the gasconade of the 
coward, the subterfuge of the dissembler, the trick of 
the partisan, the pretension of the sciolist, the petu- 
lance of the sour Calvinist, the malignant zealotry of 
the puritan. ‘The semblance of honest bluntness is 

/assumed, but the gall-spirit that foments sectarian 
passion and prejudice to festering excitement lurks 
concealed behind the mask. 

You, Rev. Sir, were solicited to prove your rule 
of faith. The first step in the order of correct de- 

| pendancy is the divine character of the book from 
which it is assumed, and unless this character be im- 
pressed with an infallible mark, your rule is worth- 
less—of no authority. This done, you were request- 
ed to prove the canonicity of the writings forming 
the book, and, then, you were asked if this book con- 
tain the entire word of God. Was this form of pro- 
cedure irrational? Yet, you unblushingly censure 

+and denounce it as a ‘ shifting of the question.’ But, 
if your last letter must be admitted as an answer to 
our legitimate queries, by what ingenuity of phrase 
shall we designate your proofs? Our readers must 
rest satisfied with the heads of your arguments.— 
Mark the logical and theological concatenation. 
‘ The infallible church’—‘ the council of Trent’— 
|‘the Holy Spirit speaking to us in the written word 
‘| of the Old and New Testaments’ —* the old Latin or 
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Vulgate translation’ —‘ the Hebrew and Greek of the 
Holy Ghost!!!" Holy Mother .church’— Mr. 


Hughes of Philadelphia’— the infallible judge com- bend to sophistry. But aware of certain dispositions of the Apostles, the institute of Calvin? the 
posed of one or more human beings’— the Deists, | too commonly pervading the mass of the Calvinistic | chism of Heidelberg to the Apocalypse ? Therefoy 
Paine and Hume’—+ the Duke of Brunswick and the | community, which falsely interpret the disgusts ex- the Calvinists shall be punished by God. Again it 
priests who were to be his substitutes should be dam- | perienced by tutored minds when ridiculous reason- | any man shall take away from the words of this pr 
ned’—‘ the highest number of Popes in Holy Mother’ || ings are presented to them, and attribute the actual | phecy, he shall be taken out of the book of life ; 
—‘the Pope astride on the necks of kings and em- |) contempt of argument, no matter how puerile, to. the Lutherans do not simply take away from 
perors’—* Jews, Waldenses and Albigenses’-—‘ medi- | inability to answer, we shall, briefly as we can, no- | words of this prophecy, but they also exclude it f 


THE JESUIT. 





|| gestions expressed in it. 


Hence, a fair inference, 
you feared the effects of collision. They will not 





; 


| placed too rash a reliance on this text, Rev. Sir, 
not the Calvinists add the Gospels, and the Epj 


cine, food and geology’—‘the immaculate or non-|| tice the untenable assumptions and illogical inferen- | the canon of the Sacred Scriptures. ‘Therefore, th. 


immaculate conception of the Virgin Mary’—‘ Jesuits 
and Jansenists, Franciscans and Dominicans’—&ce. 
&e. &e.!!! Then the inevitable and logical con- 
clusion, therefore, the Bible is the word of God! In 
sober verity the lion-hearted Richard on the battle- 
field of Askalon, was less redoubtable than the worthy 


logician and preacher in the Middle Dutch church. | 


To prepare for strife against arguments formidable 
as these, will require a panoply tempered by no ter- 
restrial artist, and an intrepidity and prowess supe- 
rior to La Mancha’s Knight when he couched his 
lance against the windmill. 


But where, the while, Rev. Sir, are your explana- | 


tions of a very serious matter inserted in our last let- 
ter. We have looked for them in vain. This matter 
was suggested as an intelligible and practical eluci- 
cidation of the great advantages attached to your rule 
of faith. It is a matter-fixing conviction on the most 
superficial understanding, that, the aids, utilities and 
benefits involved in your rule are inappreciable !— 
Where is the solution or explanation of Luther’s re- 
jection of the epistle of St. James?) Why was this 
difficulty shunned! What, not even a ‘squint’ to 
penetrate the haze enveloping this mystery ! What, 
is Calvinistic ingenuity at fault! Is it a matter of no 
importance to reject the epistle of St. James? and 
yet more, the epistle to the Hebrews, and yet more, 
the second epistle of St. Peter, and farther still, in 
the pious work of rejection, the second and third 
epistles of St. John, that of St. Jude andthe Apoca- 
lypse ? Luther was no squeamish artist in the criti- 
cal purgation of the Bible. You admit what Luther 
rejected. Was he then, the sainted architect of the 
holy Reformation, unvisited by the ‘ speaking of the 
Holy Spirit,’ or was he ignorant of the ‘ Hebrew and 
Greek of the Holy Ghost?” Did we estimate the 
‘ speaking of the Holy Spirit’ by the fearless havoc 
of Luther’s pruning knife, we should say he was first 
on the roll of the Spirit’s favorites. But, Rev. Sir, 
there is an important suggestion to be made, and the 
conclusion involved in this suggestion is evident.— 
Luther rejected a portion of the Sacred Writings, 
they are admitted as divine by you. Was Luther 
right—are you in error ? Was Luther in error—are 
you right? Is Luther damned for his rejection of 
what you consider an essential part of scripture, for 
cultivating a too familiar intimacy with the Holy 
Spirit, speaking, as you atiirm, in the Bible. Evolve 
this gnarled diflicultvy. We, andthe members of the 
Middle Dutch church, await your answer. 

Then, again, the founder of Methodism, the ‘man 
of the one book,’ John Wesley, why pass by him un- 
noticed? In our last letter we submitted to vou his 
confession of experience in the Bible. Was he un- 
honored by visitations of the *‘ Holy Spirit speaking 
in the written word of God, the Holy Scriptures ?’ 
Was he unworthy of his calling?) Did he not labor 
with untiring zeal and industry in the vineyard of 
the Reformation, and elucidate the guiding principle 
of Protestantism by establishing a new sect, and in- 
serting another name on the checkered register of 
the elect, who commune with the Holy Spirit while 
interpreting the sacred volume? Wesley, a judge 
in Israel, a perfect and seraphic man in the estima- 
tion of his followers, and they are numerous, admits 
he may have been mistaken in the interpretation of 
the Bible ; where then is the certainty of your rule 
of faith, and where is the basis for the great essential 
to eternal salvation—pivine raiTH. Again we de- 
mand, why not solve the difficulty involved in his ad- 
mission? Why neglect Doctor Field? He was a 
Protestant and a learned man. 

Applying then your own words to the conduct of 
Luther in /opping off from the Sacred Writings what 
you retain, and to the admission of Wesley, the 


‘ founder of Methodism, that he might be mistaken in 


ascertaining the right sense of the Scriptures, can it 

rationally be admitted to belief, that ‘the Holy Spirit 

speaking to us in the written word of the Old and 

New Testaments, teaches us every thing necessary 

to be known and believed, in order to our glorifying 

God and enjoying him for ever.” Reflect on this in 

the temper of cool, unbiassed thought, give to it the | 
dispassionate appliance of a sober mind, and you will 

admit the force and application of a pithy line in| 
your last letter—it is more than oracular in the pre- 
cision of its truth, and indicates a familiarity with 

the Spirit not common to Biblical utilists—*‘ every 

error and heresy have their weak side!’ Calvinism 

has it, the entire fabric of the Protestant religion has 
it. Yes,in their very foundation—in their rule of 
faith—‘ the foolish man built his house upon the 

sand ; and the rain fell and the floods came, and the 

winds blew, and they beat upon that house, and it 

‘Fell, and great was the fall thereof.’ Matt. 7, 27. 

If directed by the rigorous rules of logical depen- 
dancy, we might here Rey. Sir, fitly close our pre- 
sent communication. You have not answered the 
first queries conveyed in our last letter—in no ra- 
tional sense have vou explained the important sug- 


‘ees of the preacher in the Middle Dutch church.— 
Our more intelligent readers, it is hoped, will admit 
our plea ; and, if it tend to suppress effervescence of 
temper, we solicit permission to enter the tangled 
labyrinth in the language of Virgil— 

“ Sit numine vestro 
Pandere res alta terra et caligine mersas.” 

You say, first, Rey. Sir, ‘the Protestant church 

| declares that the on/y rule of faith and judge of con- 
troversy, is THe Hoty Spirit, SPEAKING IN THE WRIT- 
TEN WoRD orf THE O_p anp New Testaments, and 
teaching us every thing to be known and believed, in 
order to our glorifying God dnd enjoying him for 
ever.’ This, then, is your rule, and this is the ques- 
tion to be proved—you next proceed to state our rule 
of faith. It is not requiring too much, to concede 
this privilege to.ourselves. We, Rey. Sir, hold the 
Scripture to be, indeed, an infallible rule, and to 
which we are bound, under pain of damnation to 
submit our understandings ; but there are many very 
convincing reasons, which move us to believe that 
God did not intend the Holy Scriptures to be, of it- 
self alone, our only guide in matters of faith neces- 
sary to salvation, and that there is upon earth, a vi- 
sible society of men appointed by Christ, called the 
church of God, to which, for the final ending of all 


controversies in religion, all christians are bound to , 


adhere, and submit their judgments and opinions, in 
point of religion, and this on pain of eternal damna- 
tion. We also say, that the church regulates herself 
according to the infallible rule of God’s word, from 
which word, she judges herself to be obliged to rule 
herself according to the traditions, which the Apos- 
tles delivered by word of mouth only, and not by writ- 
ing, knowing that what the Apostles taught by word 
of mouth is no less worthy of credit than what they 
wrote. : 
Your rule and our rule are now in juxta position 
—it is our duty to examine into their respective me- 
rits: Ist. In order to prove your rule, you adduce five 
texts not bearing, in our opinion, on the point in de- 
bate. We do not deny the infallibility of the Serip- 
tures—but we do deny that the Scriptures alone, in- 
terpreted by private judgiunt, are the rule of faith. 
Your argument is—the Scriptures are infallible— 
therefore, the Scriptures alone, interpreted by private 
judgment, are the only ru’e of faith appointed by 
Christ. This, Rev. Sir, with becoming deference to 
your profound skill in dialectics, is what the least 
trained in logic would term a non-inference. * In Ps. 
19,’ the law of God is deciared to be ‘peritect,’ ‘sure,’ 
‘right,’ ‘pure.’ Therefore, every person is consti- 
tuted its interpreter by Christ. False logic, Doctor. 
In Isaiah, chap. ®, v. 19, 20, you seppress a very im- 
portant part of the context. * And when they shall 
say to you, seek of Pythons and of Diviners, who 
nutter in their enchantments : should not the people 
seek of their God for the living of the dead? To the 
law rather and the testimony—and if they speak not 
according to this word they shall not have the morn- 
ing light.” Here, because the prophet speaks against 
those, who asked counsel of soothsayers, about fu- 
ture events, and are referred plainly to the law which 
forbids Deut. 18, 9, 10. Therefore, the 
Scriptures interpreted by every man’s private judg- 
ment are the only rule of faith established by Christ. 
Another profound specimen of logic, Doctor! In2 
Tim. 3, 16, St. Paul says, ‘all Scripture inspired 
by God is profitable, to teach, to reprove, to correct, 
to instruct in justice, that the man of God may be 
perfect, furnished to every good work.’ Therefore, 
the inspired Scriptures are infallible ; granted, Sir, 
but are the inspired Scriptures interpreted by every 
individual the only rule of faith? Do the words of 
St. Paul prove this point?) We know how you ar- 
gue from the words, ‘all Scripture is profitable to 
teach.’ You say if ‘all Scripture be profitable to 
teach’—therefore, tradition is superfluous. But, Rev. 
Doctor, may it not be said, that meat is profitable to 
nourish—therefore, drink is not necessary. This 
logic is ludicrous, and your’s is farce! We of the 
old school never looked upon the word profitable to 
mean sufficient. Perhaps the Preacher of the Middle | 
Dutch church will condescend to remove our error. | 
Your third and fifth texts we unite, as they express 
|the same thing. Prov. 30,6, ‘add thou not unto 
his words, lest he reprove thee, and thou be found a 
liar ;? Rey. 22, 19, ‘for I testify to every one that | 
feareth the words of the prophecy of this book. If 
any man should add to these things, God shall add _ 
junto him the plagues written in this book. And if 
any man shall take away from the words of the book | 
of this prophecy, God shall take away his part out of 
the book of life.’ Your argument from this text is 
the following : If any man shall add to the words of 
this apocalytical prophecy, he shall be punished by 
God. But the Catholics add traditions—therefore, 
the Catholics shall be punished by God. Therefore, 
_the Scriptures alone must be adhered to as interpret- 
‘ed by every man’s private judgment, You have 


it.—See 


Lutherans shall be taken away from the book of life, 
teceive, then, in return your own advice, and ‘ 
the tremendous maledictions of Almighty God on 
those who add to and who take away from God’ 
written word!!!’ Ponder on your own oracula 
words: ‘every error and heresy has its weak side? 


| and receive our assurance, that, whatever be the at. 


tributes of your spirit of interpretation, it wants that 
of wisdom. ' 
You squint, Rey. Sir, when you insinuate that we 
wish to prove the Bible to be a ‘failure,’ and ‘in. 
perfect.’ Neither is asserted, but we say that of all 
the intellectual labors a learned man can undertake 
there is not any that requires so many talents, and 
so great an extent of learning as the interpretation 
of the Holy Scriptures. The perfect knowledge of 
the Hebrew and the Chaldean languages is absolute. 
ly necessary. It requires a large acquaintance with 
ancient history, sacred and profane, and, especially, 
with the history of the oriental nations. The Geog. 
raphy of those countries should be well known.— 
This is evident from the many dissertations on the 
situation of the Garden of Eden, and on the disper. 
sion of nations after the confusion of tongues. Itis 
necessary to be well acquainted with the fathers, ee. 
clesiastical writers, chronologers, and even with the 
Rabbins. Our interpreter must be no novice in 
physics and natural history. The necessity of this 
is evident from the numerous essays written on those 
_ branches of general science to elucidate many pas 
sages in the sacred writings. How will the Bible 


interpreter extricate himself from the labyrinth off 


various readings in the Old and New Testaments, 
unless he has been long conversant with the canong 
_and practice of criticism? The foundations of the 
/whole work must be laid in a patient, exact, and 
profound study of theology, not only of the dogmatic, 
but also of the mystic and spiritual. It supposes, in 
the first place, great natural talents of mind, neces 
sary for the undertaking of such a work, much pem 
tration to scrutinize the depths of the mysterious 
_and secret meanings, much discernment to know how 
to make a choice in the variety of senses and opin 
ions, and to choose the right side. If we examine, 
fey. Doctor, by these rules, the interpreters of the 
sacred books, such as tinkers, cobblers, old women, 
&c. we shall find very few, perhaps, not one of them, 
who has not been deficient in the primary requisites 
essential to this high and holy employment. Again, 
if the Scriptures are so very clear, why have the 
presses groaned under a weight of commentaries, 
expositions, paraphrases, abridgments, &c. Burton 
in his anatomy of melancholy tells us ‘that whole 
teams of oxen could not draw them.’ Luther in his 
prcface to the Psalms, says, ‘ Lam convinced that he 
must possess the most unblushing temerity, who dares 
to assert that he understands a single book of Scrip 
ture in-all its parts.” Influenced by these conside- 
rations, Sir, we say that the Bible is a hard and dif- 
ficult book, that it is obscure, but we deny that it is 
imperfect, (as far as we have it) or a ‘ failure.” You 
must well know, Rey. Doctor, that this presumption 
of light to understand the Scriptures, and which you 
assert to be the birth right of every man, has caused 
the most awful divisions and deyastations in the ranks 
of the Protestants. ‘This conceit, says Hooker in 
his Ecclesiastical Polity, p. 119, has made thousands 
so headstrong, even in gross and palpable errors that 
a man whose capacity will scarce serve him to utter 
five words in a sensible manner, blushes not in any 
doubt concerning the matter of Scriptures to think 
his own bare yea, as good as the nay of all the wise, 


‘| grave and learned judgments that are in the whole 


world—which insolency must be repressed or it will 
be the bane of the christian religion.” Hooker wasa 
most learned Protestant. You now see what he 
thought of your rule of faith. Read the 17th chap. 
jof Deut. Sth v.—read also, 2 Paral. 19, vy. 10, and 
_you will find that the law is not so clear, as you 
| would have us to believe, contrary to the dictates of 
/common sense, and our own judgments. , 
You say to Doctor Power, ‘suppose there is @ 
point to be settled ; to whom shall we go ? Will you 
go with me to the Holy Scriptures ?’ Doctor Power, 
Rev. Sir, tells you that he will not go with you to the 
Holy Scriptures while you adhere to your own private 
interpretation of them, he tells you with the famous 
and learned Protestant Hooker, above cited, that to 
adhere to such a rule would be the bane of christiani- 
ty. ‘That by interpreting the dead letter of the in- 
allible Scripture by our own private judgments, the 
infallible Scripture could not decide the point, and 
of this he thinks he will convince Doctor Brownlee. 
The ‘infallible Scriptures’ interpreted by private 
judgment, have not decided the controversy between 
‘the Lutherans and Calvinists about the real and fi- 
gurative presence of Christ’s body, viz. the Eucharist. 
This controversy is of two hundred years standing 
and more. Take an Arian cobbler, Doctor Brown- 
‘lee, and tell him that God the Son, is one and the 
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self-same substance with his Father. Cite all the pas- | Bullinger, says, Cap. 15, fol. 71,72, ‘ That the church || tion is not admitted. See Du Pin, Dissertation Pre- 
sages out of Scripture to prove this point, which of } of God, is endued with the Spirit of God; and that | liminaire—Sur la Bible. The authenticity of this 
course you know in the overflowing of the spirit.— | the diligence and authority of the church is to be || Epistle is admitted by the erudite Protestant, Doctor 
The cobbler will wonder how God the Son 1s one), acknowledged herein, which hath partly given forth | Lardner, who, on the authority of the early fathers, 


and the self-same substance with his Father, seeing | her testimony of the assured writings, and hath part- | says it is genuine. 


that they are quite different persons. He will tell 
you that the words, ‘ Iand my Father are one’ mean 
only one by affection, as he has been informed by his 
Doctors. He zoes farther and examines whether his 
interpretation of the text, when compared with othe r | 
texts, may not be found to be very correct. He finds 
a text in John 27, 2, where Christ prays to his Fa- 
ther, ‘ That all his disciples may be one, as thou 
Father in me, and I inthee.’ Now, it is at once evi- 
dent; that Christ never prayed that his disciples might 
be one in substance with himself. The cobbler, Rev. 
Sir, is satisfied, he tells you that he has all human 
reasons at his side, and also the evident demonstra- 
tion of Scripture. 


ment, why you deny that your principle opens a way 
for sectaries, and even those who sap the very foun- 
dations of true religion. 
were to admit that Christ established in Ais church a 
living, speaking and infallible tribunal, your contro- 
versy would soon be decided. 

Under your third head, you advance a principle, 
which we admit with some modification, you say that 
* God is the only Lord of the conscience,’ we say that 
God is the only supreme Lord of the conscience, and 


though this be strictly true, we know that he gave | 


‘some to be Apostles, and others to be Evangelists, 


and others to be Pastors and Doctors to the con- | 


summation of the Saints, unto the work of the min- 
istry, unto the edifying of the body of Christ.’ Ephes. 
4, Ll—again, 1 Cor. 12, 29, * Are all Apostles? are 
all Prophets? are all Doctors? do all interpret 
They do, says Dr. Brownlee. 
‘The eye cannot say to the hand, I need not thy 
help, nor the head to the feet you are not necessary 
forme.’ You are a foolish man, Paul, says the 
preacher in the Middle Dutch church, ‘is not God 
the only Lord of the conscience ! ! !’ 

You say, Rev. Sir, and most truly, ‘ that every 
error and heresy has its weak side,’ and sincerely do 
we sanction your admission. 
weak side of your own error. 


You 


believe in the 


authenticity of the Bible, this is an article of your | 
faith, such as it is, and this article of your faith you | 


have on the ‘ evidence of antiquity’ —tierefore, the 
Bible alone, is not your rule.of faith. 


the ‘ evidence of antiquity.’ ‘The Jews give their 


testimony to the Hebrew Bible’s authenticity.” What | 


kind of witnesses were they?) St. Chrysostom says 
in his ninth Homily in Matthew, ‘that many of the 


prophetical monuments have perished, for the Jews | 
being careless, and also impious, have lost some of | 


those monuments, others they have partly burnt, 
partly torn in pieces.’ 


with it. And yet the Jews are your vouchers for the 
Hebrew Bible. 
nearer to the true and the genuine sources of infor- 
mation, than either St. Chrysostom or Justin ! ! !— 
and the Jews are to you veracious witnesses in hand- 
ing us the Hebrew Bible ! 

Next come the Albigenses, your ‘ primitive 
tians,’ a noble ancestry ! ! ! 
on the primitive christians. 
ses? ‘They were the enemies of order and of the 
human race. These ‘ primitive christians’ believed 
that there were two Gods, one good the other bad. 
They despised the Old Testament as the book of the 
devil. They held marriage to be unlawful without 
considering chastity a virtue. Such were the exe- 
crable tenets of the Albigenses which they propagat- 
ed, like Mahomet, by plunder, fire and sword. Sure- 
ly you must be ignorant of their history, when you 
tell us they are the primitive christians, and the faith- 
ful guardians of the Scripture#and of the ‘ Apostolic 
Traditions.’ See Roger de Hoveden, Mosheim’s 
History, and d’Argentre, who produces the juridical 
acts upon which many of them were condemned. 
But, Rev. Sir, why do you neglect to mention the 
testimony of the church of Christ in favor of the 
Scriptures? Here is, then, before the christian pub- 
lic, a man calling himself a christian minister, ad- 
ducing as his proof of the authenticity of his Bible, 


chris- 


What a libel, Rey. Sir, 


persons who despised his Bible and corrupted it—) 


and says nothing of the testimony of its only depo- 
sitory, the church of the Redeemer, which transmit- 
ted it to us, pure and entire. 

perverse are your preachers ! 
the historical testimony of the Church of Rome is 


Dear and worthy Doctor, either | 
convince this Arian cobbler, or give us better argu-_ 


But if you and the cobbler 


And again, 12, 21, | 


You shall now see the |! 


You add to tt | 


St. Justin against T'yphon, | 
shews that the Jews destroyed many books of the | 
Old Testament, that the New might not seem to agree | 


But you, Rev. Sir, are, forsooth, | 


Who were the Albigen- | 


Shade of Calvin, how | 
It is to be observed, | 


which are unworthy. We could not believe the 
Gospel, were it not that the church taught us, and 
witnessed that this doctrine was delivered by the 
Apostles.’ : 

Hooker in his Eccles. pol. sec. 14, p. 86, writes 
thus—‘ Of things necessary the chiefest is to know, 
what books we are bound toesteem holy. The first 
outward motion, leading men to esteem so of the 
Scripture, ts the authority of God's church. Luther, 
on the 16th chap. of John, says that ‘if he had not 
received the word of God from the Catholie church, 
he should have known nothing about it.” Why did you 
conceal this point? You have concealed it either 
from ignorance or malice—if from ignorance, we 
|| pity yvou—if from malice, it shews the weakness of 
your cause, which asserts that vour faith is founded 
on the werd of God, or on the Bible only, when it is 
|} evident that you must believe in the Bible on the 
| authority of the Catholic church. 
|| When the Protestant says that the only rule of 
'|faith and judge of controversy, is the Holy Spirit 
speaking to us in the written word of God. «We 
ask, and we do sd according to every principle of 
| legitimate argument’—how do you know that the book 
which you call the Bible, and which we on our own 
|| prim *yle believe to be inspired, is in truth the word 
of God?) We do not range ourselves by the side of 
|| Voltaire, or Paine, or Hume, when we ask this ques- 
| tion. You saw its force when you evaded it. In your 
|| principle, you could not answer it without falling in- 
to a palpable contradiction. You cannot deny that 
you know the Scriptures on the authority of the Ca- 
‘| tholic church. You have said that you know them 
‘| on the authority of the heretics, who looked on some 
|| of them as the work of the devil, and on the autho- 
rity of the Jews, who corrupted arid destroyed many 
| parts of them. In either case you are fettered to no 
| trivial difficulty, and to escape, will, we are sure, 
|| cost you no little trouble. 

We shall now, with your leave, try the objections 
of the Deist against your rule. The infidel will tell 
you, that the text of Holy Writ, is on many accounts 
insufficient to be the sole criterion of authority. He 
| sees that from the first promulgation of christianity 
|| to this hour, the most extravagant, the most impious, 
| and the most contradictory faiths have been founded 


private juegment, acting on the Scriptures. He will 
tell vou that by erecting vour batteries against tra- 
dition, vou lay the axe to the root of christianity, 


putable, and whilst the tradition of the church re- 
mains as problematical, christianity will want the 
proper force of religion, that force which subdues the 
mind and awes the conscience by conviction. 
| pitiful cavil, which says that a thing 1s not to be re- 
jected because it is absurd, isa stale one. It has been 
a thousand times proposed, and as often refuted. A 
good is not to be rejected because it is abused, but, 


undoubtedly, the principle that leads to the abuse of 


(ja good thing, eught to be rejected, and such is your 
principle of private interpretation. It has opened 
the door to ail the heresies that ever infested the 
church of God. Hooker, im the place already quoted 
by us, says it is the bane of christianity. Wedonot 
say that the Bible originates errors, but we say, your 
senseless and extravagant conceit with regard to in- 
ternal ilumination, as regards the sense of the Bible, 
| has generated the most damnable errors. You say 
there is an internal evidence of inspiration in the 
Sible, which flashes as the sun at meridian on the 
minds of those who read it attentively and devoutly. 
| Why then do the deveut and pious Lutherans reject 
the Epistle to the Hebrews—the Epistle of St. James 
—the second and third of St. John—the Epistle of 
St. Jude and the Apocalypse? Were the Deist to 
test your assertion by the question now put to you, 
Doctor Power does not see how you could answer 
‘for the internal evidence of the inspiration of the 
Scriptures. Then, were the Deist to say to Doctor 
| Power, Sir, L cannot see any internal evidence of 
inspiration in the Holy Scriptures ; Doctor Power 
would say, that he himself sees no such evidence of 
their inspiration, that he would not believe the Serip- 
tures unless led to their belief by the Catholic church; 
that, if the Deist would follow him into the Catholic 
church, he would shew him the evidence of the in- 
| Spiration of the Scriptures. 
| We have told you what is our rule of faith and 


on, and plausibly defended by, the evlorious right of 


and that whilst the sense of the Bible remains as dis- | 


Your | 


See Credibility of the Gospel His- 


ly, by her spiritual judgment refused the writings, | tory, vol. iii. 6, 1. If, then, the certainty of having 


the Epistles of St. Paul, pure and entire from his own 
hand, be a motive with you for admitting his writ- 
ings among the inspired Scriptures, tell us why you 


| reect the authentic Epistle of Barnabas, whom you 


believe to have been an Apostle. ‘There is incon- 
sistency, Rey. Sir, in this, which we cannot other- 
wise account for, than by supposing that you are di- 
rected by an authority, of the influence of which you 
pretend to be unconscious. ‘Take the gospels of St. 
Mark and Luke, Rey. Sir, and with these the Acts 
of the Apostles : suppose those books surrounded by 
all the evidences of history——will this evidence teach 
the fact of their inspiration? Itis above human tes- 
timony. Are we to believe them inspired on their 
own authority ? St. Mark asserts no such claim, and 
St. Luke would lead ws to think, that it is to his own 
industry he was indebted for his information, Do 
they lay claim to miracles—we have no evidence that 
they do. We must then only rely on an external 
authority for their inspiration, an authority which 
is not included in your rule of faith--the authority 
of the Catholic church. 

When you tell us, that the ‘only rule of faith and 
the final judge of controversy with every Protestant, 
is the Holy spirit speaking to us in the written word 
of God, the Holy Scriptures, containing all the books 
of the Old Testament and the New,’ you confess that 
certain number of canonical 
hooks, but that the whole collection of them make up 
the only rule, by which we are to be wholly directed. 
We repeat what has already been requested, how 
many, and which are the canonical books ? Does 
not your Bible receive into the canon of the Serip- 
tures, many books, which your Lutheran brethren 
reject? They have already been enumerated. The 
form of rational procedure then is, agree on the 
hooks necessary to complete your rule, before you 
require of us to be judged by it. Again, Rev. Doc- 
tor, it is strange to tell us, that you are directed by 
a rule which dees not exist. How can you say that 
you are governed by all the books of the Old Testa- 
ment and of the New, when it is evident that no few- 
er than twenty books of Scripture, have wholly been 
lost. We shall refer to the names of some of these 


‘no one book nor no 


| books——see in the book of Numbers, c. 21, v. 14—in 


the 3d book of Kings, (which you call the first) ec. 
4, vy. 82. The second book of Chronicles, c. 9, v. 
29. In the last Epistle to the Collossians, St. Paul 
commands them to read in the church the epistle from 
Where is it? in the first to the Corin- 
thians, c. 5, v. 9, he says, I wrote to you an Epistle. 
Where is it?) St. Matt. c. 27, v. 9, cites words spo- 
ken by the prophet Jeremiah, which do not now ex- 
ist in the book of Jeremiah. St. Matt. also c. 2, v. 
23, says, ‘it was spoken by the prophets, he shall be 
called a Nazarene.’ Whereis Christ called a Naza- 
rene in all the writings of the prophets as they now 
exist? 

In all our controversies, then, about necessary 
points, do you require we should be guided by all the 
books of the Scripture. If this be your demand, 
produce them all, that we may know what is written 
in allofthem. You must do this, Rey. Sir, or shew 
us where it is written, that all things necessary to be 
believed are written in the books which we now have. 
Cite us a text proving this and we shall hail the 
Preacher in the Middle Dutch church as our great 
Apollo—even supernaturally superior to his sainted 
ancestors——John Calyin and Theodore Beza. 

You tell us, Rev. Sir, and our kindest thanks for 
the wthereal information are tendered in terms of 
the most profound respect, that ‘in these (the books 
of the Old ‘Testament and of the New) God spoke to 
the church in Hebrew and in Greek !’ Will you now 
have the goodness to inform us why the Apostles, 
whose zeal fur the salvation of souls it is presumed 
could not be surpassed, who well knew that true faith 
was necessary for salvation, and that the sacred 
Scriptures, if we believe you, were the only means 
appointed by God, to conduct us to this true faith, 
will you, we ask, inform us, why the Apostles did 
not themselves write, or command others to trans- 
late the Scriptures into such languages, as the vulgar 
of the difierent nations of the earth used and only 
understood ? Unless they understood the Scriptures 
they could not be directed by them, and anless they 


Laodicea. 


| were directed by the Scriptures, according to your 
|| doctrine, they could not arrive at the knowledge of 
| that faith without which it is ‘ impossible to please 


only another name for the tradition of the Catholic | judge of controversy. The questions put in the last | God.’ 


church, as will be shown in due time. 


If the learn- || paragraph of your illogical and crude farrago will be | 


St. Paul wrote to the Romans in Greek. The 


ed Calmet, Rey. Sir, be authority, there were no || attended to when we come to prove our rule. Hav-!| greatest part of the New Testament ‘was written in 
fewer than fifty false Gospels in the world. Now, | ing followed you thus far, we must proceed with our) Greek. Was Greek the language of Rome ? Was 
were the true and genuine Gospels separated from |, proofs of the absurdity of your rule of faith and judge | Greek the language of Pontus, Cappadocia, Phrygia, 


the false and spurious ones, by the Albigenses and 
the other heretics? You ought to feel shame, Rev. 
Sir, for the disgrace with which you affect christiani- 
ty, by engrafting it on the rotten trunks of old here- 


tics, and for representing them, equally as the Jews, | 
as the true witnesses of the Scriptures. Shame you, 


should be utterly ignorant of Protestant theology on 
this point ! 2 
The Protestant author of the book entitled Scrip- 


ture and the church, and who is highly praised by | 


_of controversy. 

| Granting, that on the authority of the church, view- 
| ing it is an historical medium only, you know that 
| the Epistles of St. Paul were written by him, will 
this fact prove their inspiration ? We think not, Rev. 
Sir. In the Acts of the Apostles, chap. xi. v. 24, 





| Pamphylia? These places lie between Constanti- 
'!nople and Antioch, we also find that Galatia is with- 
‘|in the same range of country. 


St. Jerome tells us 
that the dialect of Galatia was a very peculiar one ; 
and, in the second chapier of the Acts, you will find 
that the dialects spoken in the places now named 


Barnabas is said to be ‘full of the Holy Ghost and of | were also different. Now. if in those places the Greek 


faith.’ He is called an Apostle, Ibid, ¢. xiv. v. 13. 
This Apostle, Barnabas, wrote an Epistle, the au- 
thenticity of which is not questioned, but its inspira- 


of the Holy Ghost was not the common language, 
ahere is every reason to suppose it was not the lan- 


guage of the people in more remote parts—and that 
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it was, in few places, the common language. Yet 
the greater part of the New Testament was written 
in Greek as a rule for the people to be governed by ! 
Does this, Rev. Sir, accord with the wise order of 
the divine economy? We think not. Asa query, 
not uninteresting to Hellenists and not altogether 
foreign to this particular topic, we solicit you to in- 
form us, in what does the Greek of the Holy Ghost 
differ from the Pagan Greek of Homer and Pindar, 
Demosthenes and Euripides ? 

Unwilling to receive favor without permission to 
confer in return, you are informed that the Jews dur- 
ing their captivity at Babylon lost the knowledge of 
the Old Hebrew Tongue, in which the law and the 
Prophets were written, and in the after period of 
their existence, spoke Syriac, a mixture of Hebrew 
and Chaldaic. Those who understood the Hebrew 
were few. It is also admitted by all, that, before the 
coming of Christ, there was no Syriac Version of the 
Holy Scripture. Hence for fourteen generations the 
Jews had not the Bible in their own original verna- 
cular language. Butthe Law andthe Prophets were 
read in their Synagogues and the Psalms were sung 
in a language they did not understand. This was 


sured it. 


the word of God from the people, which surely he 
would have done, had he considered the Holy Scrip- |, 


tures as a rule, according to which alone each person | 
was to be directed in his belief. It may be also said, 
that God foresaw the Jews would forget the Old He- 
brew, and that, consequently, they could not under- 


| 


stand the Hebrew Scriptures. This, then, being || 


known to God, condescend to explain to us, how he 
could give to the Hebrew people for their spiritual 
direction, and as their only spiritual guide, a book, 
which they could not possibly use: so serious and | 
awful, then, are the consequences, Rev. Sir, flowing | 


. . . | 
from your rule cf faith, and so glaring are the ab-| 
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question which had the slightest bearing upon his 
own prospects. 
The time is rapidly approaching, and the present 


discussion in Congress will hasten it, when this mat- 
ter will be fully understood ; when Mr. Jefferson’s re- 


solutions, upon constitutional questions, will be as 


little appreciated as are his filthy jests about our Sa- 


viour.’ 














Rome.—The Pope has nominated Sen. Medrano, 
Bishop of the diocess of Buenos Ayres, and also ele- 


'vated to the Episcopal dignity, under the title of Bi- 
shop of Aulan, Dr. D. Mariana Escalads, mtending 
|that he should be the prelate’s assistant. There had 


been a long vacancy in the diocess. 


[From the Shepherd of the Valley.] 





| of the law or in the church. 
| county curate, and only came to town when as co 





Extract of a letter from a Catholic missionary, dated | 


Constantinople, June 23, to a Rev. gentleman in this 

city. 

** We have opened a college in this place last year, 
and we have at this time forty boarders of different 
nations and professions. I have to teach for nearly 
two hours each day, and the remainder of the time 


‘I spend in studying the modern Greek and Turk- 


done in the days of Christ himself, and he never cen- || 


He never accused the Priests of keeping | 


ish languages. We are six members of the congre- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| 


gation of the mission; they are all French, myself) 


excepted, and an Armenian. The plague is ravag- 
ing in some parts of the empire—we are not molest- 
ed. Alarge body of troops has been lately dispatched 
against the pacha of Egypt. I can say nothing about 
the issue of the war—on this, opinions are very much 
divided, and the reports are very contradictory. 
remain with due respect, &c. 


F. Scart, Priest of the Cong. of the Miss. 





I | 
| 


A letter recently received from Chicago, Illinois, | 


states that the Indians near that place have reserved 


+.* . ° . : ° I} - . 2 » ‘. 
surdities which it involves, that to us it is a matter || ing the arrival of a priest to commence erecting a 
of no slight astonishment, to see thinking and well || mission house and church—Jbid. 


disposed men pertinaciously adhering to it. Fanati- | 


cism, which has been well defined, a robust ignorance, |, 


will swallow the grossest absurdities: such is the ef- 
fect of this malady of the understanding, that an opi- 
nion, being once admitted from indolence or neglect, 
the mind becomes attached to it, and maintains it to 
be just from habit. We are unwilling to suppose you 
an abettor of fanatical folly, Rev. Sir, on the con- 
trary, we would believe you rich in the gifts of a so- 
ber and profound understanding, and it is on this ac- 
count that we are lost in astonishment, at seeing you 
the cultivator of a principle, which upsets religion, 
and places the Bible of God on a level with the Al- 
coran. Recollect, Sir, that the most celebrated of 
impostors, and the most daring of tyrants, commen- 
ced his book by these words—+ There is no doubt in 
this book. It leadeth into the right path him who 
walketh blindly—him who receiveth without inquiry 
my word, which saveth the simple and confoundeth | 
the wise.’ See the Ist c. of the Koran. 

Conscious of the many defects in your forms of| 
proof and defence, you insult the expectations of your | 
‘ friends’ by the idle and farcical excuse of ‘ skirmish- | 
ing.’ * Squinting’ would have been a fitter term to | 
delineate the character of your crude and illogical | 
letters. To shun contact with serious argument, to | 
avoid the rational form of procedure demanded of | 
you, and then seek retreat under the pitiful plea of 
‘ skirmishing,’ is but another mode of admitting your | 
inability to prove and defend your rule of faith. You 
have been unfortunate in selecting the term skirmish- 
ing. Tact and skill in the general science of strategy 
may be inferred from the manner in which the lighter 
forms of fight are conducted ; and he who has failed 
in the art directing their execution, may be suspect- | 
ed of not being intimate with the higher attainments 
which preside over the grand evolutions of the battle 
field. Ex pede Herculem is a Latin phrase intelligi- 
ble and pregnant with meaning. Pity it is not the 
Latin of the Holy Ghost! Still, we would request 
our readers to apply it to the coarse phraseology and 
harsh declamation contained in your communica- 
tions. It is, also, our wish that they, and especially 
the members of the Middle Dutch church, should 
keep it in view, while proving the queries so frequent- 
ly required of you, viz. ‘'Tell us how you know the 
Bible to be the word of God? How do you know 
which books were written by divine inspiration ? 
Does the Bible contain the whole of the word of God, 
or does it not?’ Then there remain the stubborn 
suggestions relative to Luther and Wesley, &c. con- 
nected with the priceless advantages involved in your 
rule of faith. This done, the present letter is recom- 
mended to your better judgment, sounder logic and 
calmer mind by your very obedient servants, 

Joun Power, 
Tuomas C. Levins. 





New York, Fes. 26, 1833. 





[From the American Manufacturer] 

N. B. Crare’s opinion or Tuomas JErreRson.— 
The Pittsburgh Gazette of yesterday contains an 
editorial article, particularly characteristic of its edi- 
tor. we of the immortal Jefferson he says : 
* The whole of his correspondence, as published since 
his death, proves that he possessed so little purity of 
heart, so little kindness of feeling, such a predisposi- 
tion to distort and misrepresent the most innocent 
actions of those around him, that it is manifest he 














was utterly unfit to examine dispassionately, any 








Cincinnati.—Right Rev. Dr. Rosati, Bishop of | 
|| St. Louis, has ordained during his visit in this city, | 
| three priests; and conferred minor orders on five ec- | 


clesiastical students. We will give their names next 
week.—I bid. 

France.—The Right Rey. Dr. Rey, the new Bi- 
shop of Annecy made his entrance into his diocess 
on the 2d of October. He was received with the 
greatest honors, and the people manifested the most 
enthusiactic joy on the occasion. 
to the city, nearly all of its inhabitants hastened to 
meet him; and Mr. Burdalet, the attoney General 
delivered to him an address in the name of the city 
authorities. Ringing of bells and martial music an- 
nounced his entrance into the city, where the whole 


On his approach | 


|a large tract of land for the purpose of establishing | 
a Catholic mission among them; and are only wait- | 


| 


| 








populace pressed forward to greet their prelate, | 


and receive his benediction. At 4 o’clock the city 
authorities convened at the Cathedral church and 
formed a grand procession, at which 150 priests assis- 
ted. On the return of the procession to the Cathe- 


dral, an address was delivered by Mr. D. Rolland; | 


and at the close of the ceremonies the Te Deum was 
chanted ; after which the benediction of the blessed 
sacrament was given. The Prelate was then accom- 
panied to his episcopal palace by his spiritual chil- 


dren, to whom he delivered an eloquent and pathet- 


ic exhortation.—TJ bid. 


_POETRY. 




















[Selected for the Jesuit.] 
COMPARISON. 


My life is like the summer rose, 
That opens to the morning sky, 

But ere the shades of evening close, 
Is scatter'd on the ground to die : 
But on the rose’s humble bed 

The sweetest dews of night are shed, 
As if she wept such waste to see— 
But none shall weep a tear for me. 


My life is like the autumn leaf, 

That trembles in the moon's pale ray, 
Its hold is frail, its date is brief— 
Restless, and soon to pass away : 

Yet ere that leaf shall fall and fade 
The parent tree shall mourn its shade, 
The winds bewail the leafless tree— 
But none shall breathe a sigh for me. 


My life is like the print which feet 
Have left on Tempe’s desert strand— 
Soon as the rising tide shall beat, 

This track will vanish from the sand : 
Yet, as if grieving to efface 

All vestige of the human race, 

On that lone shore loud moans the. sea, 
But none shall e’er lament for me. 


| 
j 
j 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| 





|} ed in 1807, he succeeded to the see of Quebec. 





| delphia; Very Rev. Frederick Rese, Vic. Gen., 
- |} Ohio; Rev. J. J. Mullon, Pres. of Atheneum. 
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Interments in the Catholic burying-ground since 7 
cation of the last “‘ Jesuit.” ‘een ae 
Clinton James Thayer, aged 9 months ; 
Ellen Cummings, 2 years and 3 months. 
Died, in Whitefield, Me. Mrs. Anastasia Norris, 28 
Died, at Quebec, on Thursday morning, at the Hote] Din 
in that city, Monseigneur Bernard Claude Panet, Bishop 
Quebec, aged 80. He succeeded the late Bishop Plesgj 3 
December, 1825, and resigned the administration of the 
cess in October last to Monseigneur Joseph Signay, who 
ceeded to the Bishopric. Mr. Panet was brother of the 
Speaker of the Assembly of this Province, and the last but, 
we believe, of several brothers, who engaged in the : 
He was long a missio: 
adjutor nam, 
His 
partook of the primitive christian simplicity ; his piety Was sig, 
cere without rigidity to others ; and his whole life exemplar, 
and befitting his bright station. He was the thirteenth Romy 
Catholic Bishop of this Diocess, established in 1683, ang wm 
believe, the 4th born in Canada. : 


John Lone, 1] 4. 















INFORMATION WANTED 

F Francis Donohoe or Duneher, a native of the 

Ardagh, county Longford, Ireland, who arrived jp St 
John’s, New Brunswick, together with his sister, Mrs. 4 
in Aug. 1831, and came to the U. States in April last, 
sister, Mrs. M’ Cauly, is very anxious to hear from him, or to 
know where he resides. Any information respecting him,& 
rected to Mrs. M’Cauly, care of Wm. Gleeson, Rast Cambri 
Mass. will be thankfully received. Feb. 9. 


JOHN NUGENT, 
ENERAL Cabinet Furniture, Chair, Feather Bed, and 
Mattress Warehouse, No. 25 & 27 Cornhill, late Market 
Street, Boston. 
N. B. J. N. would recommend to persons from the country 


wanting to purchase Furniture, to call as above and examine 
for themselves, before they purchase elsewhere. Jan. 5. 





A NEW VERSION 
F the Catechism of the Council of Trent, publishing by 
James Myres, near the Cathedral, Baltimore. 

The Catechism of the Council of Trent is a work of such 
acknowledged merit, and of‘such extreme utility, that it 
to be in the hands of every Catholic family. It is a record and 
faithful explanation of the whole doctrine of the Catholie 
church. How important it was deemed by the fathers of that 
celebrated council, may be gathered from the decree comman 
ding its compilation. ‘ That the faithful may approach the 
Sacraments with greater reverence and devotion, the 
Synod commands all Bishops not only to explain, in a manner 
accommodated to the capacity of the receivers, the nature and 
use of the Sacraments, when they are to be administered by 
themselves ; but also to see that every Pastor piously and pre 
dently do the same, in the vernacular language, should it be 
necessary and convenient. This exposition is to accord with 
a form to be prescribed by the Holy Synod for the administra 
tion of all the Sacraments, in a catechism, which Bishops will 
take care to have faithfully translated into the vernacular lam 
guage, and expounded to the people by all pastors.’’—Cone, 
Trid. Sess. 24, de Ref. c. 7. 

In accordance with this decree of the council, and at the 
solicitation of many friends, the Rev. J. Donovan, Professor in 
the royal college of Maynooth, Dublin, lately undertook t 
make a new translation of the catechism into the vernaculat 
tongue, which he has executed with much ability and scrupe 








| lous fidelity ; and it is this new version which is now, for the 
| first time,offered to the American public. 


The work will con- 
sist of near 600 pages, large octavo, and will be neatly and 
carefully executed according to the Dublin edition. Put up 
in boards with linen backs at $1,50. 

The following are some of the highly respectable names 
which have been appended by way of encouragement to Mr, 
Myers to undertake the publication of this truly excellent and. 
most useful work. 

Most Rev. Archbishop of Baltimore ; Very Rey. L. Deluol, 
Sup. of the Seminary ; Rev. Peter Kenny, Sup. of the Jesuits, 
Georgetown; Rev. Thomas Mulledy, Pres. of Georgetown 
College ; Very Rev. John Tessier; Rev. Samuel Eccleston, § 
Pres. of St. Mary's College ; Rev. John Chance, Vice Pres. of 
do.; Rev. Roger Smith, Reetor of the Cathedral; Rev. Dr, 
Damphoux ; Rev. Arthur Wainwright; Rev. Lewis De Barth; 
Rev. Nicholas Kerney ; Rev. Charles White ; Rev. John Ran- 
danne ; Rev. E. A. Knight; Rev. M. P. Galligher; Rev. R. 
S. Baker, Charleston, 8. C.; Rev. J. Keily, St. wy te Phila- 

incinnati, 
Feb. 2. 


tp All communications must be post-paid. 


WILLIAM P. MW’KAY, 


WATCH MAKER, 15 Water St. (be 
tween Congress and Devonshire oo 
has on hand an assortment of warran’ 
J watches, which will be sold cheap for cash 
“Wee or exchanged on the most reason 
“et terms. Also pen and pocket knives of 
Zp) the first quality, Rhadiographic and other 
Sa pens, together with a general assortment 
of watch trimmings. Watches, clocks, and music boxes of 
every description carefully repaired and warranted. Patron 
age is respectfully solicited. eptf Jan. 5. 























No. 12, East Corner Warren AvENvE, CHARLESTOWN, 
ESPECTFULLY informs his friends and the public that 
he carries on the above business with the strictest atten 
tion to punctuality. He flatters himself that from his expen 
ence in the various branches of his profession, he shall be ena 
bled to give the utmost satisfaction to those who may please 
honor him with their commands. Navy and Military work 
done in a first rate style, and with despatch. Feb. 2. 


cael 


—— 








LIST OF AGENTS FOR THE 


Fourth Vol. of the 
JESUIT, on CATHOLIC SENTINEL. 


John Tardi, Quebec. Rev.F.O’Donohue, Salina,N. ¥. 
Maurice Moriarty, Montreal. T. Mooney, Brooklyn, N. ¥. 
Rev.C.D.French, Portland,Me. John Manning, Albany, N. Y. 
Rey.J.O'Callaghan, Burlington | Ticonderoge, 
Patrick Mooney, Boston. | Essex Co. N.Y. 
P. Denvir, Charlestown. Rev.P.Rafferty, Pittsburgh,Pe 
Rev. J. Mahony, Lowell. Rev.A.Wainwright, ‘more: 
Patrick Powers, «John Spalding, Pleasant Hill, 


Rev. Wm. Wiley, Salem. | Chas. Co. Mé: 
Matthew Newport, “  J.D.Murphy, Washington,D.C 
D. O'Callahan, Watertown, Ms. | Geor, 

Rev. P. Kannavan, Sandwich. town, D. C. 
Rey. P. Connolly, Providence. Robert Camm, Norfolk, Va» 
Rev. Mr. Ryan, Whitefield, Me. J. Haseltine, Bardstown, Ky- 


Taunton. M. O’Dillon, Savannah, Ge 


Rey. John Corr , 
” Hartford. M-P.Cassilly, Cincinnati, Okie. 


A. M. Talley, 


Rey.J.M'Dermott, New Haven. Rev.R.P.Miles,Zanesville, “ 
P.J.M’Namara, Rochester,N.Y.|F. C. Hase, Perryville, Mis. 
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